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protect our homeland. He says this: in
the terror attacks since 9/11, we have
seen combinations of local conspiracies
inspired by, assisted by, guided by al
Qaeda’s central leadership. It is essen-
tial that while protecting the basic
rights of American citizens, we find
ways to facilitate the collection and
exchange of intelligence across na-
tional and bureaucratic borders.

Again, the development of a com-
prehensive homeland security strategy
cannot be conceived in isolation from
the need for surveillance of terrorists
overseas. The Director of National In-
telligence has told us what he needs
and, unfortunately, that is not encom-
passed by the RESTORE Act, which
passed this body in November. The ex-
piration of the Protect America Act on
February 1 will leave us without the
minimum acceptable threshold of pro-
tection negotiated with Admiral
McConnell last August.

The gravity of the potentially cata-
clysmic consequences of a failure to
get it right presents a threat not only
to our national security but the protec-
tion of our rights as Americans. Any-
one concerned, and I hope that is ev-
erybody, about the protection of civil
liberties should be most alarmed about
the potential consequences of a suc-
cessful terrorist attack on the United
States with weapons of mass destruc-
tion. This is the real threat to civil lib-
erties acknowledged by the U.S. Su-
preme Court in the Keith case when
they noted that were the government,
that is the U.S. Government, to fail
“‘to preserve the security of its people,
society itself would become so dis-
ordered that all rights and liberties
would be endangered.”’

In like manner, Brian Jenkins notes
that several national commissions con-
vened both before and after 9/11 reached
the same conclusion. All agreed ‘‘that
the United States has to prepare for ca-
tastrophe.” They also warn that ‘‘na-
tional panic in the face of such threats
could imperil civil liberties.”

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the 9/11 Com-
mission itself issued the following ob-
servation concerning the relationship
between national security and civil lib-
erties: ‘“The choice between security
and liberty is a false choice, as nothing
is more likely to endanger America’s
liberty than the success of a terrorist
attack at home.”

Mr. Speaker, there’s nothing more
important for us to confront than the
expiration of the existing FISA law on
February 1 of this year. I would beg us,
as a collective body, both the House
and the Senate, to come together to
work out an answer to this problem,
and respond to the request by Admiral
McConnell for us to continue to give
him those tools necessary to gather
that information so that we cannot
only know what the terrorists want to
do, but to allow us to take timely ac-
tion to prevent them from succeeding.

A COLD WAR ERA STATUTE IN A WORLD OF WMDS

The changes made by the Protect America
Act responded to the needs of our intelligence
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community. That act meets our national secu-
rity needs without in any way departing from
the framework of the original FISA statute. At
the time of the adoption of the 1978 act, our
Nation was in the midst of a cold war with the
Soviet Union. FISA was designed to accom-
modate the need to intercept overseas com-
munications without prior court approval. The
failure to capture such communications—in-
cluding those coming into the United States—
was recognized as potentially damaging to our
national security.

Now, 29 years later, our adversary operates
undeterred by balance of power calculation,
and its surreptitious means of operation are
conceived with the express purpose of avoid-
ing detection in order to succeed in killing in-
nocent civilians. Can anyone seriously suggest
that there is not an equally compelling need to
uncover the plans of these murderers, regard-
less of the intended destination of the call? |
don’t think so, and believe that it would be a
serious error to move away from a rationale
that remains as valid today, if not more so
than it did in 1978.

PAKISTAN AS AN EXAMPLE FOR THE NEED FOR INTEL

In this regard, is there anyone who has
been following events in Pakistan who does
not have an appreciation for the need for the
greatest flexibility in our foreign intelligence
collection. Although | am sure that we all hope
for an outcome in Pakistan which entails sta-
bility and democratic elections, our national
security policy cannot be based upon hope.
This is a nation with nuclear weapons and a
segment of the population which subscribes to
radical Islamic ideologies. We need the best
foreign intelligence possible to ensure that if
the unthinkable was ever to happen that we
are in the best possible position to detect any
potential transfer of nuclear materials or a
WMD that could end up in the hands of terror-
ists positioned in the United States. Good for-
eign intelligence is essential to the protection
of the American people.

———

OPTIONS FOR STIMULATING THE
U.S. ECONOMY THROUGH EFFI-
CIENCY AND CLEAN ENERGY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
YARMUTH). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 18, 2007, the
gentleman from Washington (Mr. INS-
LEE) is recognized for 60 minutes as the
designee of the majority leader.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I come to
the House floor today to address the
two issues that we have a chance to
really move forward on, and that is the
difficulties in our economy and the dif-
ficulties in our energy policy; and we
think we have an opportunity, and I
met this afternoon with a good number
of my colleagues about how to do
something about both, the slow-down
in our economy and our need to rejuve-
nate our economy by adopting some
new clean energy strategies for the
country. We think this is an ideal op-
portunity for the House of Representa-
tives to lead a short-term plan eco-
nomically to help stimulate our econ-
omy, while at the same time directing
our economy towards a clean energy
future which can really grow jobs, mil-
lions of jobs in our country.

What the group of my colleagues and
I discussed is the hope that in our up-
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coming stimulus package, which is now
under development, that our stimulus
package can hew to the values set forth
by Speaker PELOSI of being timely, tar-
geted, and temporary. We think if we
follow those three guidelines, we can
do things to help our short-term clean
energy revolution really take off in the
United States.

I have come to the floor to talk
about that night, about some options
that are available to us. We know that
we want to make sure that our stim-
ulus package is timely, that it in fact
gets into the economy very quickly,
because that is what we need. This is
not something that can wait 5 years.
We need to have a stimulus now. But
we also need that stimulus to be tar-
geted. This is not a moment where it
would be wise for us to simply sort of
spread butter across America very
thinly in the hopes that somehow it
will help the economy blossom.

We need to target our strategies so
that it will be really driving economic
growth in the United States and, im-
portantly, make sure that that eco-
nomic growth takes place in the United
States. It won’t do us much good to
just short of spread a thin layer of re-
lief, because a lot of that would end up
buying products from China, frankly.

We want to look for targeted stim-
ulus that will really help the growth in
the American economy and create jobs
in America. If we have a choice be-
tween two activities, one of which
would be simply to allow buying retail
products from China, and one which
would really grow jobs in America, we
should pick the latter.

A group of my colleagues and myself
want to make a proposal that will en-
sure that we target some of the stim-
ulus into a clean energy future for
America that really grows jobs in this
country and doesn’t simply buy retail
products from China. So we are going
to make a proposal that will suggest
that we adopt some measures that in a
very timely fashion can inject growth
into the American economy this year
and will ensure that we target that
strategy to the development of clean
energy jobs, and I want to talk about
some of the things that can accomplish
that in our stimulus package.

The first thing that we will propose
is a very down-to-Earth, extremely
commonsense expansion of an existing
program that helps low-income Ameri-
cans weatherize their homes. We cur-
rently have a program that is working
very well, very efficient, and extremely
popular to help Americans put in insu-
lation, fill in cracks, get energy-effi-
cient windows, essentially just quit
wasting heat that filters out through
the cracks of our homes. That right
now is a $250 million program to help
Americans do that.

We suggest we boost that by $100 mil-
lion this year in a program that can
immediately put people to work. We
know we have people that are losing
their jobs today because the home con-
struction industry is slowing down,
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something I am familiar with. My old-
est son is in the home construction in-
dustry, and he is doing okay in Wash-
ington State, but we know in other
areas, particularly, they have had a
real slow-down in the home construc-
tion industry.

We can put those people that are
being laid off back to work in the home
weatherization industry, and we can do
that today if we boost the funding in
the home weatherization industry. If
we do that, and we have checked with
the Department and it can easily ac-
commodate another $100 million right
away so that we can get that work
being done in the next several months.

So we are proposing that we add $100
million. It sounds like a lot of money,
but in the course of a 50 or $100 billion
stimulus package, it is actually a very
small amount of money. It can make a
big difference for people to make their
homes more weather efficient. They re-
duce their energy costs. At the same
time, we are putting people back to
work who are being laid of in the con-
struction industry. This is really a
golden opportunity for us. It’s the first
thing we’d propose.

The second thing we’d like to propose
is that we stop the hemorrhaging that
is going on right now in the renewable
energy industry. Now, we allowed, in a
huge failure by our Congress, frankly,
the lapse of some tax incentives which
have created thousands of jobs in this
country in the renewable energy indus-
try. Those lapsed this past December,
essentially. Any project that is not
done this year would not be able to
take advantage of them. We have
projects right now that are just crying
out for this tax relief as an incentive in
the wind industry, in the solar energy
industry, and several of the other re-
newable energy industries.

Because those tax credits lapsed, and
I just got off the phone this afternoon
with a leader in the solar energy indus-
try who told us we are already seeing a
decline already in the number of orders
for some of these renewable energy in-
dustry projects, and that is a terrible
mistake at the very moment where we
need to stimulate growth, and we know
we need to do it in these advanced en-
ergy growth segments of our economy.

So we would propose that we have a
short-term, a 1-year extension of the
production tax credit and the invest-
ment tax credit, which would allow
these industries to again get on the
growth track that they have been on
with such great success. These indus-
tries are tremendously beneficial in
creating jobs. They actually create
twice as many jobs. For every $1 of eco-
nomic growth, they create twice as
many jobs. They are very, very labor
intensive in growing these tech-
nologies.

Now, it would be a terrible moment
to allow us to go backwards in solar
and wind and other associated tech-
nologies. The reason is we are just
starting to lead the world in these
technologies.
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Last Friday was the first commercial
shipment of what we call thin cell
photovoltaics by the Nano Solar Com-
pany in Palo Alto, California. Thin cell
photovoltaics are extremely cost effec-
tive. It’s a new type of photovoltaic
cells. People are now familiar with the
silicone-based cell. The thin cell photo-
voltaic cells, as its name suggests, it’s
thin, and it can be made with great
cost advantages. The very first com-
mercial sale in world history took
place a week ago last Friday.

So we hate to see these break-
throughs taking place and not see the
possible expansion of their application.
The very first permit for a wave power
buoy, and we have buoys now that can
generate electricity as they bob up and
down in the waves, the very first per-
mit off the Washington State coast was
issued in the last two weeks to the
Finavera Company, a company with of-
fices in the Northwest.

So at the moment we see these tech-
nologies, we’d hate to see a decline in
the orders for these technologies tak-
ing place, which is now taking place
because we allowed these production
and investment tax credits to lapse. We
should simply restore them and renew
them for at least another year, short-
term relief, and this is very timely if
we do this, because if we do this,
there’s an immediate, an immediate
demand by people when we know these
tax credits will be available to go out
and order these projects that get these
jobs going, putting the pedal to the
metal. You don’t have to wait.

The third thing we would propose is a
renewal and partial extension of the
solar tax credit for residential homes.
That also expired, and it has been his-
torically limited to $2,000. Frankly, it
hasn’t cut the mustard. It simply
hasn’t been enough to really get resi-
dential customers engaged to get going
on ordering these products. If we sim-
ply renew that for 1 year, we rec-
ommend expanding it to $4,000 per con-
sumer. If we do that, we are going to
have an immediate burst of orders and
at least continuation of the growth in
orders in solar, as we have had histori-
cally.

Fourth, we propose to essentially ex-
tend the otherwise lapsed consumer
credit for solar for the same reasons
that we just talked about. It just
makes a lot of sense. Fifth, we’d sug-
gest extending the expired energy effi-
cient credit both for homes and com-
mercial buildings. It makes no sense to
have allowed these tax credits to ex-
pire. When they exist, they create this
demand for the type of work we talked
about in the weatherization program,
only it’s larger in its application, be-
cause this is not just low-income peo-
ple. It’s now the entire United States,
folks who can take advantage of it. It
creates a demand. It happens imme-
diately, because once people know they
are going to be able to have access to
these tax credits, they can go out and
make the orders right away to get this
done.

H345

We also hope to propose a Green
Fund proposal. Frankly, we are work-
ing on this right now to discuss how we
can create ‘‘green collar jobs’ in this
country, and a ‘‘green collar job’’ pro-
posal is something we think we ought
to pursue.
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We want to find a way to do that to
make it timely.

But as a package, these proposals as
a package have the capacity to make
sure that our stimulus package is tar-
geted to something that is really going
to get spent in America. Frankly, a lot
of the other proposals out there are
going to get spent buying retail prod-
ucts from China. You know, that is fair
and Americans do that. But if we want
to stimulate the economy, these pro-
posals we have now proposed have the
added advantage of spending money
right here.

This will happen immediately, and
we know it works, because all of the
things we have proposed have been
tested. These are not avant-garde pro-
posals. These are things we know that
work because they have been in the
field, we know the economic growth
they have produced, we know they cre-
ate jobs. The weatherization program
is doing it today. The production in-
vestment tax credits for several years
we know created great growth. The
most rapidly growing part of the econ-
omy right now has been the wind tur-
bine industry, and we hate to see that
slow down, and the same can be said
about the solar industry.

So we simply want to continue apace
the success we have had, and we are
going to urge our colleagues to include
at least a portion of our proposal in
this package.

We also want to note that we don’t
want to bust the bank on this. The pro-
posals we have talked about, cumula-
tively, if this is a $100 billion stimulus
package, this would be about 1 percent.
We are proposing just maybe 1 percent
of the package would include the provi-
sions we have included. If it is $50 bil-
lion, it would be 2 percent. So the
items we have suggested today are rel-
atively modest portions of this pack-
age, but they are very important, be-
cause we are going to lose the momen-
tum the United States is starting to
develop as a world leader in clean tech-
nology.

We have just started to gain that mo-
mentum. We don’t want to give it up.
It would be a shame to see these indus-
tries start to plateau just when they
are on the growth curve of new techno-
logical development. That is not the
American way. The American way is to
innovate, to grow and have a con-
fidence in our economy and our inven-
tive talents. This is part and parcel of
that, and in the spirit of the New Apol-
lo Project, something I have been advo-
cating for a long time, that we should
have the same confidence that Kennedy
had in the original Apollo project that
took us to the moon, we ought to have
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the same confidence in a clean energy
economy.

I am not the only one talking about
this. I was listening to Senator CLIN-
TON talk about this the other day in
the Senate, about the need for an Apol-
lo project. She has made some pro-
posals about a stimulus package that
are very similar to some of the ones we
are proposing in the House. I think
that is the right attitude we should
have, because it is based on confidence.

Her larger program for clean energy
also tracks the New Apollo Project
that I have proposed in the House that
would really on a major league basis
propose major investments in clean
technology. She has proposed a major
league weatherization program to
weatherize 20 million homes, and that
is the scale that we ought to be think-
ing about. She has proposed 55 mile per
gallon standards for our cars, and a $50
billion pool of funds to be financed by
transferring some of the tax benefits
that have been given to the oil and gas
industry and put it back into the clean
energy industry and create a multi-bil-
lion dollar fund for the research to ex-
pand this technology. That is the type
of thing we need. We appreciate that
going on in the Senate, and we are
going to continue to push these ideas
in the House.

But let’s start on the stimulus pack-
age. It is one small step for man,
maybe not quite a giant leap for man-
kind, but it is commonsense for Ameri-
cans that we do this. I appreciate my
colleagues working with me, LLOYD
DOGGETT, who has been a long time
leader on this, ToM UDALL and others.
We are going to push this ball. We hope
we are successful.

———————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. BACA (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today and January 16 on ac-
count of personal business.

Mr. SHERMAN (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today.

Mr. VISCLOSKY (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today on account of legisla-
tive business in the State.

Mr. WU (at the request of Mr. HOYER)
for today on account of attending a fu-
neral.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. CROWLEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. CROWLEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. MICHAUD, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 56 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. SESTAK, for 5 minutes, today.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-
utes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. POE) to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material:)

Mr. BURGESS, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. CONAWAY, for 5 minutes, today.

———
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Fri-
day, January 18, 2008, at 10:30 a.m.

————————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

5002. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Under Secretary for Policy, Department of
Defense, transmitting the Department’s Fis-
cal Year 2007 annual report on the Regional
Defense Counterterrorism Fellowship Pro-
gram, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 2249c; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

5003. A letter from the Under Secretary for
Personnel and Readiness, Department of De-
fense, transmitting An interim report on the
activities of a working group tasked with
identifying the needs of National Guard and
Reserve Members Returning From Deploy-
ment In Operation Iraqi Freedom or Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom, pursuant to Public
Law 109-364, section 676; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

5004. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Navy for Installations and Environ-
ment, Department of Defense, transmitting
notification of the results of a public-private
competition for the administrative support
services being performed by civilian employ-
ees at the Fleet Readiness Center-East
(Cherry Point), located in Havelock, NC; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

5005. A letter from the Under Secretary for
Personnel and Readiness, Department of De-
fense, transmitting a letter on the approved
retirement of Lieutenant General James L.
Campbell, United States Army, and his ad-
vancement to the grade of lieutenant general
on the retired list; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

5006. A letter from the Chief Counsel,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Suspension of Community Eligibility [Dock-
et No. FEMA-8001] received January 4, 2008,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

5007. A letter from the Chief Counsel,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Suspension of Community Eligibility [Dock-
et No. FEMA-8003] received January 4, 2008,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

5008. A letter from the Chief Counsel,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Changes in Flood Elevation Determinations
[Docket No. FEMA-B-7750] received January
4, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Financial Services.

5009. A letter from the Secretary of the
Commission, Federal Communications Com-
mission, transmitting the Commission’s
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final rule — Charges for Certain Disclosures
— received January 4, 2008, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services.

5010. A letter from the Deputy Director,
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation,
transmitting the Corporation’s final rule —
Benefits Payable in Terminated Single-Em-
ployer Plans; Allocation of Assets in Single-
Employer Plans; Interest Assumptions for
Valuing and Paying Benefits — received Jan-
uary 4, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Education and Labor.

5011. A letter from the Acting Deputy As-
sistant Administrator, Office of Diversion
Control, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Defini-
tion of ‘‘Positional Isomer” as It Pertains to
the Control of Schedule I Controlled Sub-
stances [Docket No. DEA-260F] (RIN: 1117-
AA94) received January 4, 2008, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

5012. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Penn-
sylvania; Revisions to Stage II Requirements
in Allegheny County [EPA-R03-OAR-2006-
1011; FRL-8517-2] received January 10, 2008,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

5013. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Mary-
land; Revisions to Stage II Requirements
[EPA-R03-OAR-2007-0644; FRL-8516-9] re-
ceived January 10, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

5014. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Indi-
ana; Amendments to Lead Rules, Quemetco
[EPA-R05-OAR-2006-0276;  FRL-8508-8]  re-
ceived January 10, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

5015. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Transportation Conformity
Rule Amendments to Implement Provisions
Contained in the 2005 Safe, Accountable,
Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity
Act: A Legacy for Users [EPA-HQ-OAR-2006-
0612; FRI.-8516-6] received January 10, 2008,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

5016. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final
rule — In the Matter of Exclusive Service
Contracts for Provision of Video Services in
Multiple Dwelling Units and Other Real Es-
tate Developments [MB Docket No. 07-51] re-
ceived January 4, 2008, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

5017. A letter from the Director, Inter-
national Cooperation, Department of De-
fense, transmitting Pursuant to Section 27(f)
of the Arms Export Control Act and Section
1(f) of Executive Order 11958, Transmittal No.
15-07 informing of an intent to sign a Project
Arrangement for the F/A-18 International
Structure Integrity Program among Aus-
tralia, Canada, Finland, Switzerland, and the
United States, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2767(f);
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

5018. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting Copies of international
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